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^SHORTENED STAT^ORV PER.OD RBF J REPLY « SET TO EXPKE _3 MONTH(S) FROM 

afipr SIX f6> MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. minimum of thirtv (30) days will be considered timely. 

- period foTreply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a .^mJ-^^ mailing date of this communication. 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

I) 12 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 February 2003 . 

2a)M This action is FINAL. 2b)D This adion is non-final,,,., ...... - 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 c.u. n,w" 
Disposition of Claims 

4) G3 Claim(s) U> is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim® is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) U> is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

lOOThedra^fiiedon^is/are: a)D accepted or b )D objected to by the Examiner. 

- . Applicant may not request-that any objection to the drawing® be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1^85(a). 

I I ) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

1 2) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 1 1 9 and 1 20 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim forforeign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents ^ have bee n reC eived in this Nationa. Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached dSled Office action for a. istofthecertifiedcop.es not received. 

I^Acknowiedgmentisma^ 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been rece^ 
1 5)Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic pnonty under 35 U.S.C. §§ 1 20 and/or . 

Attachment(s) ^ ^ ^ 

1) D Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Rev.ew (PTO-948) & LJ n 

3) □ information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper N«s) 6) |_| Otner. 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-326(Rev. 04-01) 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's amendment to claim 1 and accompanying remarks, Paper No. 11, have been 
entered and carefully considered. Applicant's amendment to claim 1 is found to overcome the 
112 1- paragraph rejection set forth in section 4 of the last Office Action. Despite this advance, 

... howeveMh & a.mendment,arenot-found to 

Applicant's arguments are not found persuasive of patentability for reasons set forth herein 

below. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Claims 1-6 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tetsuya et 
al., Japanese Patent No. 08-246232 in view of Hulse et al., US 3,454,519. 

Applicant has amended claim 1 to include the limitation of a non-woven fabric 
comprising thermally bonded polypropylene filamems which thermally bonds, individual ones of 
said filaments to each other and consolidates said fabric. Firstly, the Applicant argues that the 
prior art reference of Tetsuya et al„ teaches cut staple fibers to produce a carded non-woven 
fabric. The Examiner would like to point out that the cut staple fibers are exemplary of Tetsuya 
e, al., but are no. limited to those types of fibers since there is nothing on record that would fairly 
suggest Tetsuya et al., teaching away from other type of fibers, such as continuous filaments. In 
addition, the choice whether to have cut, crimp, spun, or melt blown fibers is function of the 
desired end use. Tetsuya et al., in this case happens to teach a carded non-woven, but one skilled 
in the art would readily be able to tailor the type of non-woven fabricated. In other words, if the 
objective were to provide a spun-bonded non-woven, then one of ordinary skiH in the art would 
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readily be able to employ the polypropylene composition of Tetsuya et al., and Hulse et al., to 
make continuous filaments. It is the position of the Examiner that the invention is in the 
polypropylene composition and as such, there is no teaching away that the polypropylene 
composition of Tetsuya et al., could not be extruded into continuous filaments. Thus, motivated 
to fabricate a non-woven comprising continuous filaments,* would have been obvious to one 
:;: having^ 

Hulse et al. Moreover, the Examiner would also like to point out that the Applicant's arguments 
are not commensurate in scope with claims because the claims are not limited to a spun-bonded 
non-woven. As such, a melt blown non-woven, which does comprise short fibers presently reads 

on claim 1. 

With respect to the Applicant's arguments regarding the claimed bending resistance 
values, it is the position of the Examiner that the prior art of Tetsuya et al., teaches that the non- 
woven is "very flexible" (Section 0017) and the claimed bending resistance property value 
would inherently be present as a function of the type of fiber (i.e., continuous, melt-blown, staple 
and non-woven type (carded, spun-bonded, non-woven) provided. 

With respect to the Applicant's arguments regarding the amounts of each amide used in 
the composition, the Examiner maintains that based on the teachings of the prior art, which teach 
a blend of claimed fatty acids, that the specific percentages of each fatty acid used would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made in order 
to optimize the ratio of fatty acid amides to achieve a balance of desirable properties. It has been 
held that where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the 
optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233 
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Conclusion 

3. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground© of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 136(a) 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MOl^-ft^to maUmg^Ms^ion, -In-the even, a first-reply- i,6kd.wi«hMWO-... 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is no. mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on fire datethe advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lynda M Salvatore whose telephone number is 703-305-4070. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Terrel Morris can be reached on 703-308-2414. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9310 for regular 
communications and 703-872-93 1 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0661 . 
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